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NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS-
TECHNICAL NOTE NO. 219.

THE COMPARISON OF WELIL—XNOWN AND NEW WING SECTIONS
TESTED IN THE VARIABLE DENSITY WIND TUNNEL.
By George J. Higgins.

"Introduction

There have been tested up to now in the Variable Density
Wind Tunnel of the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
three groups of airfoils, é total of thirty-seven sections in
all. The first group (Reference 1) contains three airfoils:
N.A.C.A. 97, 98, and 99. The first two are sections of equal
camber and thickness, with a sharp and a rounded trailing edge

regpectively, and the third is a symmetrical section of about

the same thickness. The second group is a systematic series of
twenty-seven airfoils: N.A.C.A. M-1 to M-27, characterized by
a small travel of the oeﬁter of pressure. The third group con-
gists of several frequently used wing sections: U.S.A.S; U.S.A.
37, U.S.A. 354, U.S.A. 358, R.A.F. 15, Olark Y, and Gottingen
387. The first and third groups were tested at five tank pres-
sures each. Thne second group was tested at twenty atmospheres
only.

Representation of the Results

The complete results of these tests will be published as

N.A.C.A. Technical Reports. The discussion in this paper is
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basged on the data of these reports. The following symbols will

be usged:
=L
L as
= D_
Oy = —M§ (Momente taken about a point at 35% of
ac the chord.)
¢.P.. = 0.25¢ — Oy,
Cp, cosa + COp sina
. = G2 s
3 ™ b=
R.N. = RV
13
where
CL. = Absolute 1ift coefficient.
Cp = Absolute drag coefficient.
Cy = Absolutc moment coefficient.

C.P. = Center of pressure.
Op; = Induced drag coefficient
R.N. = Reynolds number.

L = Lift.

D = Drag.

M - = Moment about a point at 35% of the chord.
q = Dynamic pressure, ¥ p V2.

v = Velocity

P = Dengity of air.

c = Chord of airfoil.
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b = Span of alrfoil:
. S = Area of alrfoil.
a = Angle of attack of airfoil.
1 = Arbitrary length = c.

U = Coefficient of viscosity.

The drag coefficients and the angles of attack have not
been corrected for the influence of tunnel walls, if any.

The characteristics of a few of these airfoils are given
as obtained from the tests made at twenty atmospheres tank pres-

. sure (See Figs. 1-10 inclusive, and Table IX).- They are plotted

in two different ways, as polar curves and with-ooéfficients
against the angle of attack.

Power coefficients versus speed rangeé are plotted on Figs.
11, 12, 13 and 14, for several airfoils for comparison.

The effect of change of scale or Reynolds number upon
Cp, (max.), Cp (min.}, and maximum L/D ratio on ten airfoils
is shown in Figs. 15 to 230 inclusive. Cross sections of the
airfoils are shown on all charts.

Tables I to VIII give the ¢ (max.), Cp (min.), maximm
L/D ratio, and ;GL(maXa)/GD(min.) ratio values on these sec-
tians at a low and a high £L§l’ with the airfoils arranged in

the order of their merit.
Discussion of the Resulis.

The airfoils tested at five tank pressures give interesting

information about the influence of the scale or of the Reynolds
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munber (See Figs. 15-20 inclusive). The minimum drag coeffici-
ent is materially decreased at Reynolds numﬁers higher than ob-
tained in an atmospheric tummel. This minirmum drezg coefficient
possibly approaches a constant value toward the vpper end of the
range of the Variable Density Tunnel. The decrease is more
marked on thicker sections. The scale effect on the 1lift/drag
ratio is erratic and is of lesser amount; in general, the 1ift/
drag r@ﬁ;o increages in magnitude. This increase is more uni-
form.for&thick sections than for thin oﬁes. The change of the
maximim 1ift coefficient with scale does not seem to follow any
definite law, but is uncertain, differing with each section.

The result shown by the curve Cp(max.) vs. R.N. for the
N.A.C.A. 99 airfoil (Fig. 18), is particularly interesting in
regard to the peculiar hump. Tests in other tunnels have indi-
cated the rise in the curve at low Reynolds mumber (R.& M. No.
938 - R.A.F- 30).

From Tables I to VIII, it can be seen that an airfoil sec-
tion which is good at a low Reynolds mumber may be decidedly in-
ferior at a high jﬁ%% . Full scale tests have also shown this
to be true.

The power coefficient changes with scale as well as the
other characteristics. This can be scen from the curves of pow-
er cocfficient versus spced range shownlin Fig. 14 for a R.A.F.
15 airfoil, tested at onc and.twenty atmospheres. A big de-

crease in power per unit weight is seen to occur at the higher

speed rangos.
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In addition to the series of frequently used secctions,
there are several good sections in the group of the 27 wing sec-
tions. The most notable of these are: the N.A.C.A. M4, U-B,
and H-12. The M-4 airfoil ig of the thin type having a slight
amouﬁt of S—~shape. It compares favorably with the R.A.F. 15 as
a high speed section (Fig. 1l). The drag is very low and the
lift/drag ratio is high. Its pitching moment about the quarter
chord point is constant and small. The center of pressure trav-
el is consequently small. The M-6 airfoil is a moderately thick
section with both upper and lower surfaces convex, having its
mean camber line glightly S-shaped. The drag is low, the 1lifs,
good, and the 1ift/drag ratio, high; the moment is constant
and small. The center of pressure travel is likewise small.
Both this section and the M-4 are stable in pitch. It compares
very favorably with the R.A.F. 15 and because of its greater
thickness is better adapted to internal bracing. M-8 is appar-
ently better than the U.S.A. 35B, Clark Y, and the U.8.A. 27
wing sections of about the same thickness.(See Figs. 12 and 13).
The M¥-12 airfoll is alsgo a moderately thick section, but with
a slight mean camber and no S-shape. I%ts characteristics are
good though slightly poorer than the M-6 and about fhe same as
the U.8.A. 35B and Clark Y. Its moment about the quaiter chord
point is practically zero, making the center of pressure travel

very smalle.
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Conclusion

The Tfew tests made up to now in the Variable Density Wind
Tunnel with wing sections show the great value of this type of
wind tunnel for gaining information about wing sections valua-
ble for use in aeronautical practice. Several new and good
wing seotioné have been found. It has further been demonstrated
that similar research work in orxdinary atmospheric wind tunnels
gives results legs reliable. The results on scale effect show

the need of extensive systematic research along that line..

Reference

l. Max M. Munk: Preliminary Wing Model Tests in the Variable
Density Wind Tunnel of the N.A.C.A. Technical
Report No. 317. 19235.
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Table I.
Maximum Lift Coefficient.
R.N. - 200,000 R.N. — 3,600,000
Order Name Or (max.) | Order Name 01, (max.)
1 U.S.A. 3BA 1.57 1 U.S8.A. 37 1.38
2 Gott. 387 1.42 3 N.A.C.A. 97 1.38+
3 N.A.C.A. 98 1.40 ) Clark Y 1.38
4 N.A.G.A..97 1.36 4 N.A.C.A. 98 1.38-
5 U.S.A. 37 1.31 5 U.S.A. 38B 1.37
8 U.S.A. 35B 1.24 S Gott. 387 1.33
7 Clark Y 1.21 7 R:AWF 15 1.24
8 U.S.4. 5 1.12 8 U.S.A. 35A 1.21
2] R.A.F. 15 1.07 S U.8.A. 5 1.18
10 N.A.C.A. -S9S 0.75 10 . N.A.C.A. G9 0.98
Table II.

Name R.N. CL
N.A.C.A. M-4 3,680,000 0.98
N.A.C.A. M-6 3,660,000 1.33
N.A.C.A. ¥-12 3,800,000

1.30
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8
Table IIIi.
Kinimum Drag Coefficient.
R.N. - 200,000 R.N. - 3,600,000
Order Name ¢p (min.)| Order Name Cp (min,)
1 R.A.F: 15 0:010 1 | R.A.F. 15 0:009
a2 Clark Y 0.013 2 U.S.A. 35B 0.00¢2.
3 U.8.4. B - 0.014 3 N.A.C.A: 99 0010
4 N.A.C.A+ 98 0.01%7 4 Clark Y 0.010
. 5 U.8.A. 27 0.018 5 U.S.4:¢ 5 0.011
6 U.S.A. 35B 0.019 6 N.AGC.A « 97 0.011
7 N.A.C.A. O 0.033 7 U.S.4. 27 0.012
8 U.S5.4. 35A 0.022 8 Gott. 387 0.013
9 Gott. 387 0.024 8 U.8.A. 354 0.014
10 N.A.C.A. 98 0.037 10 N.A.C.A: 98 0.015
Table IV.

Name R.N. Cp(mins.)
N.ACvAe M-4 3,680,000 0.0075
N.A.C.A. M-8 3,660, 000 0.0085
N.A.C.A, M-13 35,800,000 0. 0020
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- Table V.
) Maximum L/D Ratio.
R.H. - 200,000 R.N. - 3,800,000
Order Name Max. L/D| Order Name ¥ax. L/D
1 U.S.A. 5 26.0 1 | R-A.F. 15 26.3
2 clark Y 25.2 3 U.S.A..5 25.0
3 R.A.Fe 15 25.0 3 Claxk ¥ 230
4 U.S.4. 27 21.8 4 | U.S.A. 35B 22.0
. 5 U.S.A. 354 18.9 5 | UuSede 27 21.9
6 NeA.Cole 97 17.7 6 NedeCode 97 21.4
7 U.S.A« 35B 17.0 v N.A.C.A. 99 19.8
- 8 Gott. 387 15.4 8 | U.s.A. 354 19.6
9 N.A.C.A. 98 15.1 9 Gotte 387 19.2
) 10 N.A.C.A. 99 13.4 10 N.A.C.4. 98 18.4
Table VI.
Name R.N. Max. L/D
NeA.GoAe. M4 3,680,000 25.8
N.A.C.4. M-8 3,860,000 23.6
N.eA.Celo. ¥-13 3,800,000 23.0
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. ’ Table VII.

Ratio — reximum Lift Coefficient
Minimum Drag Coefficient

R.N. — 200,000 R.¥. — 3,600,000
Order Name . %—E—%%{l%g— Ordexl- Name g%—((z—;?;;-;—
1 R.A.F. 15 107.0 1| U.S.A. 35 B} 152.1
3 clark Y 100.8 2 | Clark Y 138.0
3 U.S.A. 5 80.0 3 | R.A.F. 15 137.9
4 U.S.A. 37 72.7 4 | N.i.0.A. 97| 125.6
" 5 U.S.A. 354 71.3 5 | U.S.4. 27 |. 115.9
6 U.S.A. 35B 65.23 6 | Gott. 387 111.0
- 7 N.A«Geds 97 61.7 7 | U.S.A..5 108.1
8 Gott. 387 59.1 8 | N.4.0.A. 98 918
9 N.A.C.A. 98 51.8 9 | U.s.A. 354 86.4
) 10 NeA.CuA. 99 44.1 10 | N.A.C.A. 99 65.4
Table VIII.
Name ReN. . Cr{max.)/Cp(min.)
N.A.C.A. M-4 3,680,000 ' 130.8
N.A.C.A. M-8 3,660,000 143.7
NeA.C.A. M-13 3,800,000 144.4
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Table IX.

i Table of Principal "~ Airfoil | Characteristics.
Name | xRigé Thickness % o.

Mox. 10% ¢ £5%. ©

M4 36.8 6.16 4.68 4.84

Y-8 36.6 11.94° 8.94 8.86

M-12 38.0 11.94 8.94 8.86

U.S.A. B 36.3 6.28 5.63 4.84

U.8.A. 37 55.7 10.98 Q.17 8.59

) ' U.S.A. 354 35.3 18.18 14.7 11.94

U.S.A. 35B 34.7 11.58 9.40 7.56

-~ R.A.Fe 15 35.8 6.38 6.05 4.45

G8ttingen 387 24.7 15.14 12.27 3.83

Clark Y 36.1 S 11.7 . 9.8 8.3

Note: A1l airfoils - 5 in. X 30 in.
{12.7 om x 73.2 cm)

Tested at twenty atmospheres tank pressure.
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Table IX (Cont.)

Tablc of Principal . Airfoil.. . Characteristics.
R.N.o Angle Angle
Name . X 108 ‘Hax. Hax. Min. ~Ming
- Oy, C1, Cp Cp
¥4 - 36.8 | 0.94 | 13° . 0068 o°
M-6 36.8 1.22 18° .0080 e
M-12 38.0 1.29 18° .0090 ~1.5°
U.S.A. 5 36.3 1.19 11° 0116 | -1.5°
U.S.A. 37 35.7 ©1.39 16° 0130 —4.0°
U.S.4. 354 35.2 1.21 14° .0140 ~7.0°
U.S.A. 35B 34.7 1.37 15° | .0088 | -5.0°
ReA.F. 15 35.8 1.21 15° | .0083 | -3.0°
a8 ttingen 387 34.7 1.33 15° | .o0135 | -7.0°
Clark Y 36.1 1.38 16° .0107 | -4.5°
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Table IX (Cont.)

13

Table of Principal . Airfail . Characteristics.

R.N. Angle i a Angle | Average
Name %X 10°® Uax. Max. | ———L Zero Cl( S

| L/D L/D | d¢ 1ift M(é)
M4 36.8 | 85.8 | 4° .073 | 0O° _+.020
M-6 38.6 23.0 4.5° { .073 o° +.020
M-123 38.0 1.4 | '4.5° | .0v3 | -1© -.003
U.S.A. B 36.3 25.3 10 .075 | -4° -.030
U.S.A. 27 35.7 21.8 1.5° | .070 | -4.5° | -.070
U.S.A. 354 35.2 | 19.4 | -1.5° | .071 | -8° -.130
U.S.A. 358 B4.7 22.4 o° 073 | -8° -.080
ReA.F. 15 35.8 25.2 3° 075 | =3° -.050
Gdttingen 387 | 34.7 19.2 | -1.5° | .o75 | -7° -.080
Clark Y 36.1 23.4 o° 074 | -5° -.070




T

 98'

3

ec

.219"

al Kote N

ié

hn

A, T

i
¢
i

1
3

!
1

LN 2NN RN

N
"

- pm—

PO

[RREPPRRIUY I

_j_; ,.i__-‘ .

-
A
:

»
[

”,_:.EA

£
La.
a2

T
¥
3

BT

g1

=

WY

OLIS

<
B

ol
&)

!;.lm,- .
- ...'.

{
e e

CaToww =¥




¢ —— 3,630,000 .

ROV
ok ]

S
Yo
S 1

yat I
¥ .
1N
K

L
7}

*
w

-~
35978

L5 _':‘i'li.‘
4
o

T T Y YT
+
| = g sgyed
D

PR ¢}

G

-,
T
TS
R A T
£-x _..I'..:LL{_.

!

5

b

o m  a ot ———————

13

7,

AN

)

U
/

' 4

N 7’;"‘1?’_“ Ty e
D‘-—;x}-.&i | LS
ENY

U TP
, }
. — " ' * .
- ;lA -
ﬁ'l -l..,., -

PR <" N F—

:'h%*;-

[t

rigea-—
Rk

!
R
b
;

T

e b oo on | ———— re b e 0t W mrm s+

*pIOYg .:‘m

e e e $B .|.m

-

. . Wy
SIS v SUDORNE oo S0,

‘0 ansEE §o s
W, ' o

i,

—5h-

_g\n,=‘_ }

£
Y 4

9




Techxi

C.A.

_élaf

o
Q
=
R
M _
=
~ .
a
L0
el

2* B

3
'
H
]

P

i

i e e

- Soe- i
et ¥ e —

."'

%

 S—

‘
1
H
H

, ,
PR WY VU

~ .

ispect

Fig.
Al

2a,

.tr.'s.ti't,‘,. AL

Py

—s *
W' OILn, |

t
:

.
i

R J

i

g,
et
3,570,000 .

T,
)
I 4
[ 3

H {f::

1
i

[ YR

Iy

e o e i

sy

—~—

oy FO

[ad =
b

Erw',q
=
o]

d
2 F) Y

QP

.
st

oY

LA

R332

T
it

v

1
.
s

cDi’ i‘.‘or




ﬁl __:Z&_ML_ZF

_.,:
:

....ni.*!..o e s meb o e

..Ju “it

155 Temo

H
i

=¥

x
ae
.

i

¥ 3
J.¥.

A. Techrical' Note Ng.23l9

<

<

A.C
Arr2oiz,

o

|

SRR SIS £
it

iy 4
9

R

j»

gl
WEReF? T

RE

Vi

e o i e
: H

2t a3t
.L.:L.H bl yélitel
1 - T

ax

& d !"
SN

-,

Ao =

f,.

Ial
S

=5

-
.

4R 3

~—t3570,000

s

’:"{5

-
=&

}

.

:‘ *
¥

3
£

CLSS

I

T

Az Ty
w2 ;uy
? ;

PHRE

’ ;3333”

T

S
»
P-4

"i'é'

[ S S

o _ .

B
_
i
A
-t
|
m

o —— —

:

PR -,:_.._._.e___;..__.f-___

. . 1
' . '
' ol . . . - f .
. . f f X . .
s . o omrr———. x| —orom .
L. . L . '
vhe e - N . . . .
PR . . . w1
.- .o .- B T T A . . o
. . \ i RSN
! . P . L
. ‘ . ! |
‘e i . . A
. . .

L

S

e




e

g Femfria—

R

ard
MM BE

255

5]

]

S.ia
FTaLe

*
.
RO AR

wl
-
H

AT DY

2] AVEROR EENIOLDS!

e

I

RFOIL, U

.
I
*

TEVE

fy,

3 ) n._,
H E

wd o

s

"

Tec
| BN

i
|
I

) :

Ted
3

o




B b T

[*)

AN

.,A/.!_r

~

i Jo %mpﬁ@o -




3 =

B gote Ho
}

o
e
©owd
- a
L.
<.
@
B

.
i

C.A.

[

,..; .

o diamge b

SRR,

RN
. -

AIRFPIL U

PER

TC PRESSURS,

-

(£

9 r'.;i'g .

s

P s ===

SRS

1% TANR

Yo
x

.0

v -

a3

vin

iz
& b

CIUBRR

ap

- _&'ufﬁ

gatio

i

A
0

..

1.

'for Adpeatl

cél;




ryn R
T+

i

H

T

T el

s

N
o e

.0..&..._... N
o P

e
e

)
BRIy

Sy

!
+ -
ST

<
-

L3 34

»

AR
P

w3

O <
TR

3k

T TaX

3
X.

o1
|
8

oIk, T4

cHiE

A,
=l
X
T
A V.;;

5

1




0,000 .

| B
L
1]

58

3

M
.}
ot
I
1

No.213
5

=

s .

No'te

- A P

o

| 5 K ol

. ,.6.,..-. -
4 z Y
o AL m

101
A

e BT
- ATERLGH B
ALl
2%

LR ¢
~Technical

3 t

IS N




ERTEERY 'y reurany i pusey _ . , , — T T .,.,, , ‘.
o _nm S TPEEY b R LR R , RO 1R SOERI DR UTH | ARV LIRS Y Ho s Jan e
T i - b Bt Gty I i et o e e e el

| . . :
e o e R , tpu i ‘ _ AR 1. s o e 1 et

10S -

M/
i

21

0,000

0.0
3 581

-,
V4

g

- |

e No;
FEE]

l’: ————s

1

TN

3R,
i..

3
FylDd
s

1

c;ial
¥ 28, [1925

Y

L

:’iorl'c

=
£
ol
a
£t
=t

i
=g

@

G
oI

e

ALC
I

.




[l s Rl et
2y
L
~te
RN

-
1
™
ALar W

B = e
-

—yyrrn -
9‘.3:

3, 1

ho hador o ae
£ ey
FRSC N Y
-~
A

gts

soye
3tk

S
PR/

B
T Bt £
a3 L g u‘.n.._\-‘.

T amt b § .

A
2

e

e
? et

K
b
[N
=

A
;-,
-




,
v
f
N

3

.

o
e
LR Y

2.7

LN

—-
!

-

Taley A

[ A

“PLOYY % Uy ‘emugEsdg Jo

”mw : y %
N 3 -4
s , .




- -
[ '
i
[l -l.l‘

Y

gt
Lo

a0 . 701L, GOITL

o
s,

DT enTE s
- eloas

TP TV Mo gy
N PE IEERAPEY

~
By .

-

ILEES

AP S

™~

A RAY

1Y,

[ad A8 PR
DOIE N

e
RN

EY

i

"y

U

iy n

o —— . G e e

TNy

g

A

-
o3

Y

T,

;X.A...,

13 L

. 3,

ear

Ltines

- T

B

357

btets M
[V 3

3

oI 1

® Lo

Lgwn




oy mmmm 3,472,000

y _ , h m.
Pavy) ¢ Tr-Sadpisungg Joo asitte

(7> S 5 SR SO,
T e mo mw




DL‘I

K ‘i FIG Sa.

NE,FO;L. NACA M 4.

_ AVERAGE TANK PRESsuRE 7
. AVERAGE DYNAMIC PEESSUR': q) _569 kﬁ’/-z
AVERAGE REYNOLDS NO.

DATE, OCT. 22, 1924

’ i

- ) D - R

3 éaoooo .

o e MR e ¢ PR e X bt L e e bk e e R ER LR




Fig &8a.

H ' 3
RIRFOIL, NNAC.A. M~4. P f
AVERAGE TANK PRESSURE, 20.0 i

Almos |
AVERAGE DYNAMIC PR&SSJRE , D 669 KQAZ
AYERAGS REY™NOLDS NO, 3,680000 By
DATE, QCT. 22, 1924. B {




Fig.8b

o
-~

ta Ng ;31

+
£

)
Tl

srjenl ¥o

W

Py

A
® &Il oo

Al ?ék
JiL.

Al
i

A
J

B
i

:

iy
!

- . .
Lo e e

 WROS.

Cre

-
:

- vy
(IR

- Ly

T

-1

[

B =9

BN X

| . 5 I
c e e A ' -
_663 (‘9/3! © . ) ¢ \ .
i e e+
i

L]
g
¥ L]
N
o I
v iy
i’ )
1A .;
A ] (-
e
! Wi
rad
oot oo}
s o
N ...,Va.."_..

~

)
'
P

et ! "4
el e
= T
' .
i [
gt []
L3
[ d >
Ve i
<+
caay e

« ———= 380,000

1

et

i
- o ——————

+
F Lz

S—
ot
- -
JPUNTPRNBR S

1

2]

=

.1

— g g g

[

iU od

-8}

J

[P

-4

]

v

- ..
¥
f [ : .
” i o4
) ! ' | %
' | : !
p o ~|! ——— h m
i i
\ 1 ,

b “ ;
R --.clqo e e
R

} :

- s i e =i )
! |

i H

£9 3 -

1
Ll
IERY ,
4o 9 U # ¢ srngaudd
. . i

i \

et 4 s | ot a0 o

D

Jo- 293%00 -

i
e D e

.

'

5 —

Z-gb--

i

[

0
- J.\l!.l -
-1

-3
~opobe

-~

g

B

. -1 r,..{)'




Sous I
' As;uzc:*f‘ Eaho 6 :

T T Fe ga
AIRFOIL;N.A.C.A. M-G :
AVERAGE TANK PRESSURE 20.3 A+mos

E E 66z
AVERAGE DYNAMIC PRESSUR Ka, é e

! AVERAGEREYNOLDS NO 3660000 l'—-;
'DATE OCT 23 1924. : R B




i FIG. 9a
. AIRFQIL,N.A.C.A. 'M-G& _ :
- AVERAGE TANK PRESSURE, 20.3 Atmos,

AVERAGE DYNAMIC PRESSURE 662 J}(g/ 2

e eme e

T AVERAGE REYNOT.DS NO. 3 660 305,
DATE OC’T‘ 23, '1924-. S

, . =
| : P

. ; ST
I ‘ |

T ;"T“”_f oo L“""-’f“"—'}"' T :': .

!

jrr— e e e
il

I R : : {

!
i
i o

R




.

Fig

;

T .
P2
i

3. 3
SR S S

i

Qa

N
4

Mege !
+
a8,

L& e

2l
AT

Y
i

=
iﬁ
Hg ,:.: :c.‘:.e I{*'

H r

SFL sYARY D

EARE

Camy oa

b
[
]
!
e
i

“pIOYD o U1 ‘odn$ueds Jo IeTued




05,
m?-

'
N

'

B

i
Fote No

.
A

'

'

T

o - W.Il. - —

9,56 At

_.,. . .. ._”.. ,.“ .
o J0R IRELL SN SN

)

tc

TAVERAG

g 2.

LOS NO.

L DYNAM

ado

¢‘73

3,80

3

!
R
i

¥NQO

RAGE RE

TN

|
“AYE
- e las }

r
i

rie

ot lg

{Abo

R i e e




i

£,

OS. ;

X
Ve

219

e —

O of

g

o

] T
,I;ieei?. Not

Tec?
R

!

.G

K3 IRV i

iz

¥
>

: 57

anT

Pgad
>

19

[ —

i

1}:.
e
H

o

=

(000l

i

4

>

kY

) A

! -
om ey "
-1

3

bt £

gy S

T

F

>y

.ET;! Sxztd

1

i

i
= = _—-.L»‘, -
. DYURIIZ :

s
Bl

s

i

4

——~-'3,800

-

b
A
!
i

.gﬁs LN

R

ga ;opgmo
& &,

LB g - B

?W

-




e
&
i

L o

L.I—r.-..‘..

|

i

1
|
‘ .

NT
NG |

\CIE:

-
-

E 2
-
ut
I
F‘
@
Q
by

& LAN
NS TANT
Py

EFT

G6HT -

iy ole)
‘20

tjb
WE I

i
i

ER
THG;"‘
I\ SPBED

H

 y¢.‘
M)

e

ALL{TESTS MADE

Aséu

iy

A Technical Nbie Nb 2ig:

i

L

'H

r

VAL

i

it

a4 1

U TN T W T
e e i ek el EAME T




MO

20 AT

T,

....‘!i?'

e )

H
!
|

COEF
. MADE.,
WJAN, 1925

TESTS . MA

AT

S sl Wh T
S N T A

BRI

.

Technigal .

NG




Fig

b Note No i

Tuoh

N.A.( ;A.

g"fﬁ . . orpden k
NIT.4id

P

:

ASSIMIN G
A ALLTEST.

- ATH O
M. 310k

(ChE?
A

: ﬁ‘mr.

A oarE

T

[




R - IE

et} e+
L
”,;m.,ua-¢:wiw-

!

y)

«

i

SR,

LANDING

CONSTANT "

EED

-h .

-

i(20: Atmos) . ...
CEFFIEIENT!

WEIG

'vs.9p
) ﬁPEE%

B
qws g
i

R

!
1
{
“ .__.l‘-‘.:.h L',. j-..l‘

R'TC
LUANWARY: 1828 i

'PowE
; ol
s b
'A8SY

D SUSID OSSO et

i
[

ol

JUSE TS S F
o '

i
!
|

S S
N
o




» ;Tw'{,,A ] 2l Note No. &
Lasgooe ~ 0Tz, 5 _T3000,0d0 0 E

Ve
vt

N

3

e

e

.,':!Z

iy

i

[
0

1A e e

e -y

e e

e
»

.

by i
e

¥

-
e
FY S

!
=k
+#f

9

iy

rr

gy B

Aoper
o)

(!

e [ b

T

SRR

el §e b
nte Loe for

|




E

]
-
ol
e
0
=
‘e,
cty
2
-l
)
O
el
&
Ko
O
e,

r

okt 3 4
T :

e

3

00

’,

gao,

aE

T

1 84

34

-3t

T
s
LY

i

‘:_r;r

A %3

s

[
(35
3

S e

o




poy
?r b

319

-3

ote No

N

N

3id

Egnd

4
o
Ol
I
K
o
@
o
«
3
[
-
d
=




.219

NG

R — %
te

ol!
2

ca.

[
T R P

T




o~ P S e

s

st b 4

val NOLE




R PR
R

t

T L |

3
[}
+
t

T

o
g !0
©

0?.“ ,“ -
0 - »
%L Z- 2

e h b oot aq b
. ‘ PR

g

_
[
!

LRSS, P

bheo
ber

VS

b -
(1 . -
Bl .

um

- = m bl e -

T

2,000

*O.Q.O t
&§ids Num e

3
Ma;

%
%
2,600,000
o

1t
3
B

“"Reynolds N

Reyn

%

1,000,000




